
Max%@ 22, 1952. 

Deax Cohn- 

Thunk pu for your prompt and informative latter. Yt will take som time 
to as8imiliaLilat~ ruuy, but In imy cow, f uan respond with very little more 
than was included in ~qy first lotter;p and in my earlier correspondence with 
Jmques- peshspra hs might dI.g this out for you 9s an equivaht in volume, 
if not in qu;ality, to your summy. Your suggestion to exchange mm. bearing 
on problew of adual inters& ia a gad 0~~9. In conpliame, I aust admit to 
a germral p&pm prex13ntid at tha Wmtios %ciety last Fall, and to be in- 
cluded in %ineti~s iri the 2'3th Cenfmy", to be published won by l&cMi.U.an. 
Unfortunately, Stonier now has fg or&y copy, but there irr nothing new in it 

. except a mrpriaing converlg me of attitudes. 

On. ep%cI$ic detiiil sn yWr ',&ttar provokW?J SOlI& Gti.XWntt %ilQ non-utilfaa- 
tion of hurrpmvhous orab%noeider by ~lh-galactoaidaee. Mr, SnJfdsr, in Link's 
lab just, rmm';ly prapmzd mm ~ni~uro?~n~~.~~~~~afde to test Just 
this paint. i&y mzym prsp. frum iG12 &has an oppreci&l.e Mtivity on this 
sompoundz V- bout I,:6 eomparad to W'Q, I[B about @/250, so that heavy uon- 

centrations muat be wed to satuaxb tha snzym (in 450 Ha4%osphate buffer, 7.5). 
%ere are my mmbw of pceari?%e xmum23 for th% diactrcpmk3y, but the easiest 
way to ulear it up aould be for you bet OBPA yourarelf. Unfortumtily our 
supply 3.8 (a8 ufmol) vary lfmf&ed, and t4ae csnclocad am&i is a aubetantial 
part of Uamilabla now; however, it agouldmor~ thmsuffim for the im- 
imdiate purposd~ 

RoberU and his group of biophy4,uiata at Carnegie TtrrestrW &gnetiem 
("ashington) were delving pretty deeply into lautaae udaptatlm, but had to 
quit for war work. They had som inbresting mAerial on ac&ptat&m in E. uoli B 
whinh goes farstar h wmhed wrepermiono than witi most str4.n~. 

Jarhua Loderbsrg 


